April 5, 2006

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. CONYERS addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. LEVIN addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Ms. KIL-
PATRICK) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. OWENS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. OWENS addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mr. MCcCDERMOTT addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. EMANUEL addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. CUMMINGS addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

—————

THE FEDERAL BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentlewoman from
Tennessee (Mrs. BLACKBURN) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of
the majority leader.

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, it is
budget week here in the U.S. House of
Representatives, and sometimes we
hear people say, Oh, no, I just dread it
when we get around to talking about
this budget. And then we will hear oth-
ers say, I love to just really tackle this
budget issue. I love looking at where
we spend our money. And I kind of ap-
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preciate that attitude because we are
the stewards of the taxpayers’ money
and it is our responsibility to be a good
steward and to be diligent in the work
we are going to do as we work on this
budget and decide what should the pri-
orities of our government be? What
should be our concerns? Where should
we be looking for ways to achieve a
savings?

And over the past several months, ac-
tually over the past 3 years, we have
come to the floor regularly to talk
about waste, fraud, and abuse and find
ways and point out ways and to con-
tinue to seek ways that we can achieve
a savings for the American people.

And from time to time over the past
few years, we have talked about lots of
different reports. Many different re-
ports from different government agen-
cies, from the General Accounting Of-
fice, from some of our friends who are
in the media that have pointed out pro-
grams that maybe have outlived their
usefulness, programs that are wasting
money, programs that cannot achieve a
clean audit. And some of our -col-
leagues, we have worked on ways that
we can go in and investigate and high-
light and look at what this drain is on
our tax dollars. And we have House
committees, certainly the Government
Reform Committee, that continue to
hold hearings. Oversight and investiga-
tions from our Energy and Commerce
Committee are certainly looking at
ways to achieve a savings and find
ways to review how our agencies are
spending their money.

We have clear data showing places
where the Federal Government is
bleeding funds. And the President’s
budget this year has included more
than 100 programs that could and
should be targeted, Mr. Speaker. So the
target for spending reductions is clear-
ly enormous. We have got 100 pro-
grams, 100, that we can look at through
so many different agencies and so
many different spots in the Federal
Government. Now, certainly, out of 100
programs, we are going to be able to
find a way to achieve a savings.

One of the interesting things is no
matter what part of this country that
you are in and no matter whose dis-
trict that you are in, whether it is a
Democrat or a Republican, there is
consensus among the American people
that we have a problem. Government
does not have a revenue problem; gov-
ernment has a spending problem. Gov-
ernment does not have a revenue prob-
lem; government has a priority prob-
lem. It is time that we begin to fine
tune our focus and decide what the pri-
ority of government ought to be.

The taxpayers pay far too much of
their paycheck in taxes. They are tired
of every time somebody comes up with
a good idea, they say well let us just go
raise the taxes. And, Mr. Speaker, I tell
you what, if it were not for the leader-
ship in this House, we would see those
taxes going up. If our friends across the
aisle had their way, they would be rais-
ing taxes, not cutting programs. That
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is not where we want to go. We know it
is tough to eliminate waste.

I often quote Ronald Reagan, who is
pretty close to my favorite President
ever, I will have to say that, but one of
my favorite remarks he ever made was
that when you look at Federal pro-
grams, there is nothing so close to
eternal life on Earth as a Federal Gov-
ernment program. When you get the
thing, it is just the dickens to get rid
of it. It is so tough to get rid of it, Mr.
Speaker.

Sometimes in my townhall meetings
in Tennessee, I will have constituents
say, Why is it so tough to get rid of
these programs? We see the waste. We
know the waste is out there. Everybody
knows these programs are wasting
money. Why is it so difficult to call
them into accountability? Why is it so
difficult to get rid of these programs?

And to that, Mr. Speaker, I will have
to say if you listen to our colleagues
from across the aisle this morning
when they gave their 1 minute speech-
es, then you can see why it is so very
difficult for us to downsize this govern-
ment. Those colleagues across the
aisle, Democratic Members, Member
after Member, came to the floor this
morning, as they do on many days, and
they decried our efforts to make reduc-
tions in Federal spending.

Mr. Speaker, we spend trillions of
dollars to support all sorts of social
spending programs; yet any reduction
or even holding the line on spending,
not increasing anything, just holding
the line, all of a sudden it is called a
“draconian cut.” It is amazing how it
works.

Most Americans do not get a massive
salary increase every year. But we
have colleagues that think if they are
not giving every agency an increase
every year, then they are getting a cut.
It is the most incredible, most incred-
ible, program that you have ever seen.
If you do not get an increase, then you
are getting a cut.
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It does not work that way in real life,
only in the bureaucracy. We have to
look at this and see that it happens
year after year after year.

You know, I don’t think that asking
the Federal Government to reduce its
spending, I don’t think asking bureau-
crats to be accountable, I don’t think
asking agencies to be accountable and
get clean audits and know where they
are spending their money is evil. I
don’t think it is uncaring. But many of
our colleagues across the aisle will
come down here and demonize those of
us who simply want the spending in-
creases to stop.

I have talked a lot about the Great
Society government that was created
over 40 years of Democratic control of
Congress, and I will have to tell you,
yes, indeed, they built an enormous
monument, a monument of spending to
their party’s vision of what govern-
ment ought to be; a vision in which
government solved society’s ills and
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